Unpubl i shed order filed 2/17/98 granted rehearing
and vacated opinion of 11/18/97 in part and
remanded in part.



UNPUBL | SHED

UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS

FOR THE FOURTH CI RCU T

No. 96-1223

STEPHEN A. ARMSTRONG

and

| NTER- WORLD DEVELOPMENT CORPORATI ON; | NTERNA-
TI ONAL | NVESTI GATI ONS, | NCORPORATED; RI CHARD
L. BAST,

vVer sus

JEANNE GOLDBERG, J. FREDERI CK SI NCLAI R, THOVAS
J. CURCIO ANTONIA LEIGH PETTIT, JACOBOVI TZ,
ENGLI SH & SM TH, P.C.; BARBARA OZELLA REVES;
WLLIAM GBI LLI NGHAM PATRI CI A GRI EST; JOHN
F. DAVIS; MARY AUDREY LARKIN, LO S AMES;
ANTHONY JOSEPH PETTI T,

Appel | ant,

Plaintiffs,

Def endants - Appell ees,

and

VI CTOR M CHAEL GLASBERG COHEN, DUNN & SI N
CLAIR, P.C.; CARTER & KRAMER, P.C.; CHARLES
WARREN KRAMER, DAVID SM TH, CLAUDE DAVID
CONVI SSER; NANCY GERTNER; JODY L. NEWWAN;
DELMAR D. HARTLEY; MADDONA LEA SCHAMP PETTI T,
renmoved to Bankruptcy Court for the Eastern
District of Virginia, ANNE CONNELL; WLLIAMC.
H LLMAN, ROGER A. COX,

Def endant s.



Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the Eastern Dis-
trict of Virginia, at Alexandria. Albert V. Bryan, Jr., Senior
District Judge. (CA-95-531-A)

Subm tt ed: Novenber 6, 1997 Deci ded: Novenber 18, 1997

Before WDENER and LUTTIG Circuit Judges, and BUTZNER, Senior
Circuit Judge.

Affirmed in part and dismssed in part by unpublished per curiam
opi ni on.

St ephen A. Arnstrong, Appellant Pro Se. Victor Mchael G asberg,
VICTOR M G.ASBERG & ASSCClI ATES, Alexandria, Virginia; Frank
Wl ard Dunham Jr., COHEN, GETTI NGS, DUNHAM & HARRI SON, Arli ngton,
Virginia;, Barbara Ozella Reves, Al exandria, Virginia, John Oto
East on, JORDAN, COYNE & SAVI TS, Fairfax, Virginia; Patricia G est,
Beavercreek, O©hio; Panela Anne Bresnahan, Steven Robert Becker,
VORYS, SATER, SEYMOUR & PEASE, Washington, D.C., for Appellees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

Appel | ant seeks to appeal fromdistrict court orders entered
on: (1) August 4, 1995; (2) Cctober 10, 1995; (3) Cctober 11, 1995;
(4) Cctober 25, 1995; (5) Novenber 20, 1995; (6) Decenber 6, 1995;
(7) Decenmber 20, 1995; and (8) January 23, 1996. Appellant's
noti ce of appeal was filed on February 6, 1996, which is beyond t he
si xty-day appeal period established by Fed. R App. P. 4(a)(1l) as
to several of the orders. Specifically, Appellant's notice of ap-
peal is untinely as to his appeal fromthe district court's orders
of August 4, Cctober 10, Cctober 11, October 25, Novenber 20, and
Decenber 6, 1995, and we dism ss the appeal as to these orders for
| ack of jurisdiction. The tine periods established by Fed. R App.

P. 4 are "mandatory and jurisdictional." Browder v. Director, Dep't

of Corrections, 434 U.S. 257, 264 (1978) (quoting United States v.

Robi nson, 361 U. S. 220, 229 (1960)). Appellant's failure to note a
tinely appeal as to those orders or obtain an extension of the
appeal period under Fed. R App. P. 4(a)(5) deprives this Court of
jurisdiction to consider the appeal as to those orders. W there-
fore dismss the appeal as to those orders.

The only orders as to which Appellant's notice of appeal is
tinely are the district court's order entered Decenber 20, 1995,
denyi ng Appellant's notion for leave to file a notion pursuant to
Fed. R Cv. P. 59(e), and the order entered January 23, 1996, de-
nyi ng Appel lant's notion for | eave to fil e suppl enental pleadings.
W find that the district court did not abuse its discretion in

denying either order, and therefore affirmthe district court's
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orders entered Decenber 20, 1995, and January 23, 1996. W di spense
with oral argunent because the facts and |egal contentions are
adequately presented inthe materi als before the Court and ar gunent

woul d not aid the decisional process.

AFFI RVED I N PART, DI SM SSED | N PART




